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UNITED STATES OF ANTERICA VS MAKOTO UMEDA 
Heview of the Staff Judge Advocate 


1, The attached record of trial of Makoto Umeda at Yokohana, Japan, from 
6° January 1948 to 21 January 1948 by a Military Commission appointed by paragraph 
1, Special Orders No. 3, Headauarters Eighth Army, United States Army, dated 
5 January 1948, having been referred to the Staff Judge Advocate, this review 
thereof is submitted to the Commanding General, 


Personal. Data Concerning Accused 

Neue: Makoto Umeda DATE OF CONFINS-7*NT; 30 November 1945 
ot: 31 years . DATE OF APRAIGNVINT: 6 January 1948 
<2SIDENCE: Fukui Ken, ‘4u Cun, PLACE CF TRIAL: Yokohama, Japan 

Tachinmachi Yura, Todasu,. TURIOD OF TRIAL: 6 January 1948 to 
“OPTDAL ST°TIS: Married 21 January 1948 Se sae 
TBLATIV?S: Three brothers, one sister 25 OF SENTONCT: 21 January 1948 

and fether-in-law. + ; CONTENCR: CL for one year and Six 
TOUCi PION: Wischt years months. 
Yoo TION: Cabinet. aaker OLS ENCY RBCO' SANDED BY COM: ‘ISSO: No, 
MITITAPY CARER: Served about three Zen, 
- years and fourymonths in the Innerial : 4 “<2 
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“Charge: Accused at the times and 
places set forth ~in the “specifications, 
did violate the Laws~and Gustons of are. 


“Sp lz. On op Babit 15 May 1915, scenoed 
did willfilly and unlawfully mistreat 
American P"'s, by beating them with a 
“helt, club and other weavons, and by 
otherwise abusing then, - 


Sp 2: On or about 15 May 1945, accused 
did willfully and unlavfully mistreat 
approximately three hundred and fifty 
unidentified American P's by lining 
them up in a colunn and forcing them 

to kneel on the ground, in which position 
they were compelled to stay for approx- 
imetelv five hours, and by otherwise 
abusing then, 


Sp 3: In or about March 1945, accused 
did willfully and unlawfully mistreat 
American P*'s, by beating then with a 
club and immer sing the F"'s Fox and 
Yernandez in e cold water reservoir 
and otherwise abusing then. 
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Sp 4: On or about 16 April 1945, accused- Nc 
did willfully: and unlawfully mistreat 
American P's, by beating them with ropes; . 
clubs and fists, and by otherwise abusing 
them, 


Sp 5: On or about 16: April 1945, accused 
did willfully and-unlawfully mistreat 
approximately forty unidentified American 
Pits, by forcing them to kneel on ‘tHe 
ground for about ‘eight hours’ and by 
otherwise ePaE INS them,‘ 


Sp 6: On or about: 10 February 1915, ana? 
at various times thereafter until 4 August. 
1945, accused did ‘willfully and unlawfully 
mistreat Master Sergeant HWarry.L. Crayton, 
‘an American P", by. heating him with a club 
into unconscdotisness, and by otherwise. 

ep uGaRe him. — 


Sp V3 In Vay 1915, accused did willfully 
and unlawfully mistreat’ Master Sergeant 
Harry LL. Crayton, an American P and 
other unidentified American P's by- 
forcing said P"'s' to run in‘ formation 

for a distance of about two miles, by. 
beating some’ of’ said P’'s with clubs, and 
by otherwise ae them. ‘ 


Sp 8:  Retween™ 10 March AGhL sna: 4 sugust 
1945, sgecused did willfully mistreat ° 
humerous other Allied - Puts by, peering 
ante See aust ys | thems os : 
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a. For the. Prosecution: 


s : 
- As torSpéoification 1 a The atcused was a civilian guard. at Haérohata 
Priecer of War Camp in Japan. About the middle of «Maz ‘194.5 the accused, with 
other Japanese, beat and abused about sixteen American prisoners who had been 
accused of stealing rice. They were lined up in the compound with their hands 
raised over their heads. ‘Each was slapped across the face about twenty-five 
times with a large doubled up Japanese’ belt. Then they were struck across the 
upper part of the legs and hivs with a club a little longer than a full sized 
baseball bat and somewhat larger in diameter. The bats were swung with full 
force, PY Chuck stated that the first six blows were very painful, but efter 
that they were too numb to feel much pain. FP” Thompson had a "badly injured 
spinel! and was hospitalized. The beating with ropes, clubs, belts and sticks 
lasted from two to four hours. ©The prisoners included Harwell, Ligon, "“hiteman", 
Darnell, Orr; Chuck; "Budensky", Garrison, Thompson and others who are referred 
a 35° Hollner, Grady, Blkins, “aller, Moore, Rucker, Nidy, Lundgren, McAllister, 
Smith, Kisner and Pierce (R, 19, =x. 1, 2, 3, 4). 


4s to Specifications 2 to 8 inelusi.ve: Not Guilty. 

bs For the Defense: 

The accused efter being warned | as to his rights as a witness, took 
the witness stard ‘and, testified under oath in his. own behalf (R. 149). He wes af 
civilian guard (gunzoku) at: the Hirohata Branch PO" Camp from 10 December 1944 
until 4 August 1945 (R. 149, 151), He heard about the incident relative to the 
theft of rice from the cemp commandent on the morning following. “Accused was 
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. not in ca mp on the day the incident occurred (R; 152, 153). “He yes absent ebout 

one week, He never struck any.prisoners at this cemp “(R, 153, 159, 161). He 

once rofused to beat a prisoner when Corporal Ishida ordcred fant to do so (R, 158). 
In a preppred written statement the accused told the Commission that he had received 
privete punishment by being beaten on many occasions end vowed that he would never . 
inflict privete punishment on anyone, He has never struck a Japanese soldier or 
a urisoner of war. He hed many friends among the prisoners and performed veny 
favors for them (R. 159). On cross-examination he admitted he wes in the cz mp 
from the first to the twenty-fourth of May 1945 (R. 163). 


“Sakae Tahara wes. an interpreter at the camp, and although he received 
complaints about other Japanese and sew them mistreat prisoners, he never hed a 
See ane about the accused, nor did be ever see him strike any nrisoner at the. 
Hirohata Camp (R. 22, Rx. A Ay. 


at Hideo Naruwa stated that he was commander of the Hirohata Camp from 
22 July 1944 to 6 May 1945 when the witness left. The accused came to the camp 
in January or February 1945, possibly before the new veer, and served as guard of 
the. prisoners at.the work site (R. 28, 35, 36, 37). The incident concerning the 
theft of. rice occurred nesr the end. of Februery or early in Merch 1945 (Rv 29, 36). 
He did. not think that he saw the eccused on the day the rice was stolen (R. ah: 
37), No one complained to-him about the accused. He did not recall that the 
Sateen ever had trouble with the prisoners. He never heard thet the eccused 
ever struck or punished a prisoner (2. 32). The accused yes 2 kind end obedient 
man and wes loved by ell his friends (R. 32). The witness never ee that 
prisoners vere beaten for ee theft of the. rice (Ry 39). ies 


“okichi- Muto besti fied thet he woamended| thé Hirohate Neane from BS 

5 Moy 1945 to the @nd of the wer (R. 45). :Thére wes no incident involving” cheers © 
_theft of a large amount of- rice from a.shin during thet time (R.746). He never ~ 

= “Peceswed a complaint. from, the orisoriers’ about: the accused. ‘Uneda ¥ vas very, duct 





vend: Nbossessdi-c very warn. squil (Ry fe ee eae ee “Te =e ato! Ee oat 
om : = - > ane fe eet 
2 asa Fokapléme: vosti Med Rel wes a “oBapeny.- guard “et the Hjrohate = 
> -. Gamp but did not see+the -aceused in7”camn tMe-day of the rice theft. .Hescould ~ force 
~~ .not recall if the accused ‘wes in cemp*thet night or poe (R. 61, 67). He did : 
“not see him at supper (Be ™). ~ : ‘ ae Nes 


= > mane accused Soutined extre eiood for the prisoners (Ry'61)* The 
5 mores never heard of- Tor se w Boos eccused* involved in ane. incidents" with th¢ : 
prisoners’ Rs 62). . , 
Toreji Homade displaved his physical features es they compare with 
“those of the eecused (R.. 81-85). 
Shinichi Motoyeshiki testified he never saw the accused carry a 
club similar to the ones cerried by the other guards CR. 97). 


: -Akivoshi Tsujino testified that the accused nlayed games with the 
prisoners. He wes obedient and "very werm heerted and feithful to his duties" 
‘(R. 116). 


Toshio Wiyamee displayed his physical features es compared with 
thoge. ag the accused (R. 119). He never heard of complaints about the accused 
(Ex. B). 


‘Kitaro Ishida remembered the rice theft incident in January 19h5 
(R. 120), The accused worked every other dey (R, 122). He never sew the accused 
strike a prisoner (R. 123).- The accused wes quiet end diligent. He hed many 
friends emong the prisoners. He played gemes with them (R. 12h). Sixtcen men 
were punished in connection with the rice incident (2. °126). 


The statements of prisoners Stigge, Monday and Konichr blame certain 
named Japanese for the bestings. The accused is not nentioned (Ex. C, D, E). 
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TEST AE A. 
Yohichi Uchinaka testified and submitted a statement describing his 
y area at the camp as a company interpreter. He had never ‘seen the eccused 
strike c prisoner. He never had heard thrt the etcused had mistreated eny vris= 
_oners, nor hed the prisoners ever gent ye tad about him. He wés uneble to identify 
the photogrsph of the accused (R. 130, EX. oF). 


; Toroze Yasuda also submitted his statement to the effect that he 
‘worked et the camp as a commany.gueard, but never saw or heard that the recused 
struck e prisoner (2. 1314; mx. G). ee > 


Kasuyoshi Metsumoto wes 2 company guard but did not know enything 
bad about thé-accused (Ry 135, Bx. H).. He’ did not remember seeing the accused 
the day of the rice theft incident (R, 137, 140, Ex. H). 


. Seiuenon Umede, submitted a. statement to the effect thet the accused 
was hane.on the 13th of Aprdl 1945 and ves in Kyoto on the 14th. of April Rs T). 


4.” Opinion: 


The Commission wes “ponstd tuted: by prope r authority end hed jurisdiction 
over the accused end of the offenses charged. There is no evidence thet the 
accuses. wes not sane at the time of the commission of the alleged ects or at the 
tine of the trial. The accused was given « fair triel, was ebly defended, coop= 
crated in his own defense, produced witnesses on his cwn behalf, end took the 
witness stand in his own defense, i 


‘i No request for modificetion of the findines or sentence has been sub- 
mitted on behelf of” the me Guee ae - i Se wen rt, 


. 7- 


Wo ulin: of. the Conini ssion is drone ‘to have ‘Sffected @ riversaly-the 
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- -. No request for élendndy has- been pabmieoads The accused was Found 

“guilty of one specSfice etion Thvolving ¢ Severe and ‘bratel boat ing of approxdina tige* 
- ly sixteen prisoners of wet, The sentence of one yerr and six months is legel _ 

but is considered inadequate, _-It is gecanmended that the findings af the Com- ~ 
mission be appréved.- 7It is further recdimended thet owjn® to-the length of, time 
-the eccuscd: has: “been in confinement ptior to the dete’ of sentente , the unsarved 


portion of -the confinement averded be remitted. ~ 


6. igtiont 
, oe form of action geezered: to carry this recomnendetion into cffeet is 
attached hereto, i 


GYRIL D. HILT 
Lt. Colonel, CAC 
fsst. Steff Judce Advocrte 
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Nestiioti © e 
L concur. Compelling proof of an allegation charging’ war crime 
responsibility for severe and brutal beatings such as those es-. 
‘tablished in this case demands a sentence greatly in oxcess of eight». 
een months. Nevertheless, pre-trial confinement is in no way to be 
considered as confinement served in explation for offenses of which ». 
an accused is later convicted, Therefore a reviewing authority shou} 
consider such restraint entirely separately from that adjudged by a 
commission. The blackest rogue is entitled to an early trial under 
the enlightened rules of ¢ivilized nations. hen trials are post- 
poned, as tris one was, because of the great number of those awaiting 
justice, fair allowances should be made for undiie pre-trial confine-: 
ment regardless of the inadequacy of a sentence, This is all the mor* 
true since commissions are instructed that pre-trial confinement is 
not to be considered in, adjudging sentences. 


ALLAN R. BROWNE 
Lt Colonel JAGD 
Army Judge Advocate 
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